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and learned writer”: having arraigned 


* 


the author of the following remarks on the two celebrated 


epiſtles of Trajan and Pliny reſpecting the Chriſtians, it is with reluctance . 


Dn Su 1 


he meets the charge; not becauſe he has found reaſon to change his 


* 


opinion, but becauſe he is ſorry to be under the neceſſity of defending 
ſo reſpectable an opponent:* 


* 


If we impartially examine this perſecution of the Chriſtians, we ſhall 
ce find it to have been grounded on the ancient conſtitution of the ſtate, 


. TEN ett noe et 


* Mr. Bryant, in a late Treatiſe on the Authenticity of the Scriptures and the Truth of the 
Chriſtian Religion. LED 


ce and | 
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and not to have proceeded from a nd or err tempel in Trajan. 
* The Roman legiſlature appears to have been early jealous of any in- 
e novation in point of public worſhip; ; and we find the magiftrates | 
during the old republic, frequently interpoſing in caſes of that nature. 
Valerius Maximus has collected ſome inſtances to that purpoſe, [lib. i. 
c. 3+] and Livy mentions it as an eſtabliſhed principle of the earlier 
ce ages of the commonwealth, to guard againſt the introduction of foreign 

cc ceremonies of religion. Quoties (ſays that excellent hiſtorian, ſpeaking 

in the perſon of one of the conſuls who i is addrefling himſelf to the 
ce people) quoties hoc patrum avorumque atate negotium ęſt magi ieratibus 
datum, ut ſacra fe feeri vetarent? Judicabant e enim prudentiſſimi 
0 viri—nibil que diſſolvendæ religionis Nh, quam ubi non patrid, ſed ex- 
tern ritd fſacrificaretur. [Lib. xxxix. c. 16.] It was an old and fixed. 
maxim likewiſe of the Roman government, not to ſuffer any unlicenſed 
aſſemblies of the people; and of this Livy allo 1 is a voucher : Mayores 
wvetri (ſays he) Ng vos quidem niſi quum, &c. forte temere coire ai 7 
HA ubicunque multitudo et, ibi et legitimum rectorem multitudinis cenſe- 
ec bant debere eſſe. [Lib. xxxvi. c. 25. ] From hence it ſeems evident, 
that the Chriſtians had rendered themſelves obnoxious (not fo 
© much to Trajan, as) to the ancient and ſettled laws of the ſtate, by in- 


ce troducing a forei ien worſhip, and aſſembling themieines without au- 
<« thority. 
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« We are not therefore to judge of the proceedings i in queſtion, by 
„the rules we thould apply to” caſes of the ſame nature in our own 
« 1 times. 


329 


. 1 2 * | We 


igion of the Romans was no other, in the 
1 judgment and confeſſion of writers, than an engine of ſtate, - 
« which could not be ſhaken without the utmoſt danger, or rather, 
< perhaps, without the total ſubverſion of their civil government. 
« cordingly we find them ſtrongly inculcating a tenacious obſervance of 
| its rites: Majordm inſtituta tueri (ſays Cicero) ſacris ceremoniique 
4 retinendis, ſapientis eſt. [De Leg.] Nor is this principle, if the ob- 


ce ſervation of the celebrated Machiavel be 


peculiar to the Roman 


« ſtate, but of univerſal truth in politics; for he lays it down as a ge- 
* neral maxim, that * wherever the Religion of any ſtate falls into diſ- 
5 © regard and contempt, it is impoſſible for that ſtate to ſubſiſt long.“ 


4 


Mach. Diſcorſi ſapra tit. Liv. | This caſe therefore is to be conſidered 


* 


*in a civil, not a religious view; as a matter of ſtate, not of ſpeculation; 
< whercin the lenity and moderation both of the Emperor and his mi- 
: < niſter deſerve to be applauded, as they are neither of them for puſhing 


“the matter as far as moſt certainly might, had they acted ſtritly 
g up to the ancient and Fundame mental laws of their count 


2 
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e circumſtance that attended the Chriſtian aſſemblies being holden 

«< at an unuſual hour (ante lucem, as Pliny tells vs) ſeems to have raiſed 
>, Gy furmiſe that they were of the Bacchanalian kind. For it is extremel 
| ians here give of the 
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obſervable, that in the account which the Chr 
< true deſign of their meeting, they fy themſelves from the very 

* crimes with which ms Bacchanalians had been charged; intimating, 

© jt ſhould ſeem, that they themſelves had been taxed with the ſame: fe: 
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* ſacraments non ad ſcelus aliquod obſeringere, ſed ne fares, ne latrocinia, = | | . 
& ne adulteria committerent, ne fidem fallerent, c. which runs mw. | 

. parallel with the accuſation againſt the Bacchanalians, as It ſtands in 


. 


8e Livy: Nec unum genus, noxa, ftupra promiſcua, OY | | = 
1 _ 2 8 
oh falſa 7 gna eftimoniague & indicia ex n effcina exibant.” [Lav: CR 


lib. xxxix, c. 8.] 


* 


5 The learned writer cc ſtates ten reaſons for his di enting S this re- | 
66 preſentation i in amt every article,” p. 169: And i it is the purpoſe of : 
this paper to conſider as many of them as Oey concern the mow in 7 

| tf. 


| -queſtion. , 

I. was impoſſi ble, He affirms, for theſe erate ” have been grounded = 
on the ancient conſtitution of the Roman tate, for how could the police of 
Rome, and its ancient inſtitutes, affect the people of Bithynia or Pontus? 
The evidence from Livy is not in the leaſi to the purpoſe, K 16. 3 is in- 
competent, p. 1 * 


To eſtabliſh the obj ector's poſition, two ) facts were incuntbaſt upon 
him to have proved; firſt, that the famous Senatus Conſultum M. arcianum, 
to which the quotation from Livy alludes, was repealed, or if not 
repealed was confined to Italy; and ſecondly, that no other law, or ſenatus 4 
conſultum, of the ancient republic was of force in Bithynia. Bur as he I 
has not made even the lighteſt attempt, either by fact or by argument, 
to ſupport his aſſertion, the fair concluſion is, that he had nothing of 


x: = 2 


more weight to produce than an unqualified dition, and which 
| deemed, perhaps, a ſatis pro imperio. It is evident, however, 
from various inſtances in the tenth book of Pliny's epiſtles, that 


the excellent Trajan ruled the provinces of Bithynia and Pontus, not by 
 capricidus deſpotiſm, but by ancient laws, former ſenatus conſulta, and 
| the conſtitutions of his \predeceflors. Cautum eſt, the Proconſul obſerves 
in one of his letters to the Emperor, Cautum eſt, domine, Nn LEGE 
' gue Bithynicis data eſt ec. Ep. 83. To which Trajan replies, Interpre- 
 Tatidni tug, mi  ſecunde cariſſi ime, idem exiſtimo; hactenus edictò divi Auguſti 
_ novatam eſſe EEα PO EAM. Ep. 84. So likewiſe, upon another 


3: 
7; * 5 


occaſion, this cautious governor, thinking it cecflary to conſult the 
Emperor, repreſents to him that Lz&z Pomzra permiſſum Bithynicis 
civitatibus c. The reſcript is, M erits 2 Ni, mi ſecunde carifſi me, quit 
a te reſponderi oporteret; nam et LEG1S 4 UCTORIT AS [the Lzx PourRTA] et 
longa conſuetudo uſurpata Contra legem, in diverſum movere te potuit. In '- 


aa 


 futurum autem xEx PoE obſervaretur. Ep. 116. 


— 


That Trajan regulated his ſupreme authority by the ancient laws 
and eltabliſhed precedents appears ſtil] farther evident by his reſcript to 
Pliny, concerning the removal of certain ſepulchral monuments belonging 
to particular families, which had been ruined by inundations and other 
accidents: the Emperor's direction is, ſequenda tibi EXEMPLA ſunt eortim © 
qui Mi provincie prafuerunt. Ep. 74. 80 again, in another caſe of 
difficult deciſion, Pliny acquaints the Emperor, reſpexi ad SENATUS CONSUL- 


TUM, pertinens ad eadem genera cauſarum, fc. The reſcript i is, % mibi 
SENATUS CONSULTUM miſeris, ſtimabo an debeas cognoſcere &c. Ep. 78. 
4 N 4 1 | „ 


4 


— 


* 
Ln * 3 
* 1 an. Z 
N w — 
3 —C 8 EC me 4 aw 
ay HY <> 0 


n 


1 . 


The nece ary inference from the foregoing authorities ſeems to be, that 
"(he learned objector, leſs patient, perhaps, to examine, than zealous to con- 
fute, looked no farther i into Pliny's letters than the two epiltles concerning 
the Chriſtians; for upon any other ſuppoſition he could not have ven- 
tured ſo peremptorily to affirm, © that it was impoſe ble the polite of Rome, 
and its ancient inſtitutes, could affedt the people of Bithynia. or Pontus. py. 


—— 


Sc | 
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The next objection would have no claim to notice, if it had come 
from a leſs diſtinguiſhed opponent: © T heſe ancient Chr iſtians,” ſays A 
the learned writer, 0 far from fobly daring at all þazargs to render 
* themſelves obnoxious, did every thing in their power to prevent it. For 

- © this very reaſon they roſe, as Pliny tells us, ante lucem, before day-light; 
4 qpbich is very improperly rendered a ſuſpicious hour of the night. T hou- 


WF .ads muſt have ariſen to their occupations at the ume ſeaſon, and have 
& been blameleſs.” "IF .) 5 I 


At muſt be admitted there wer any officia antelucana which might 
bring people abroad at different hours before day-light, without the leaſt 
hazard of rendering themſelves amenable to the magiſtrate. No perſon 
in the leaſt acquainted with the cuſtoms and manners of the ancient 


Romans, can be ignorant that there were various offices of civility and | 


of buſineſs, not to mention thoſe of conviviality, which might crowd | 
the ſtreets before the ſun appeared above the horizon, Pliny“ the elder | 


* 
© * 


* Plin, Ep. ili. 5. 


mperor Velip: an at midnight, in order to 


ſact buſineſs relating to his official employment: Cicero mentions it as 
ſingular inſtance of vanity in the celebrated Duilius, the firſt commander 


e ſeemed. 


3 
i 


who. obrained a naval victory over the Carthaginians, that 


A 


ve; 


— 8 


a kind of ni ightly triumph by always being preceded b 


torch- 


+ h Js, when he appeared i in public at midnight: | and Cato, „ 18 ald + 2 


* 


BE | © Sxpe merd caluiſſe t? 


. * 1 j | s 5-1 . \ f ö | Ki 8 


was put to ſome confuſio xing diſcovered returning from his parti x 7 

ere day- break in a gayer temper than uſual. $ But in order to pr oduce or | 

theſe nightly multitudes as Mitneſſes ff for the learned writer's purpoſe, it „„ 
ſhould have been proved, not 1 that they were abroad while it was yet 1 

dark, but that ſome o them were then ſecretly aſſembled. 1 85 . TIN. 


— s . we Wa, e 


The learned writer inſiſts, however, * there was no law againſt them BW 
5 debe they were at firſt 2 cruelly uſed by Pliny and 7. rajan. The par- e . 


| c ticular prohibitions quoted, related to ancient Rome, and not to Pontus e 3 od x f 
or Bithynia. p. 169. 92 e 1 LTAEs 1 | 


= To prevent all unlicenſed aflemblies, eſpecially thoſe which were FC 1 
2 holden ante lucem, was amongſt the firſt and moſt invariable principles of "FO ON 4 

, -— the Roman legiſlature, from the moſt remote period of that government „ - | 

: do the æra under conſideration. T here was a law againſt them as early D 


_ t be Sened. f Hor. Od. 27, lib, 9 Plin. Ep. 12, libil . 
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+ » as the reigh of Tarquin the Second;* they 
of the Twelve Tables; and by ſeveral ſubſequent laws. The e of 
all nightly meetings, as a celebrated civilian obſerves, was cor 


* 


We with it when they began to be a people, and they continued i it 
afterwards, whatever other changes their government underwent, 

They were equally prohibited by Trajan, as appears by ſeveral of .. 
his re/cripts to Pliny. Thus the latter having occafion to conſult the 
Emperor, in conſequence of a terrible fire that had deſtroyed a confiderable 
part of ' Nicomedia, the capital of the provinee, requeſts permiſſion to 
eſtabliſh a company of fire-men, to conſiſt only of 150 non THE 
reply is, Tibi quidem ſecundum exempla compluritim [c. urbitm] in mentem 
venit, poſſe collegium fabrorum apud Nicodemenſes conflitui, ſed meminerimus 
Provinciæ iſtæ, ei pracipue eas civitates ejusmodi fa@ionibus 772 Vexatas. 
Quodcunque nomen ex qudicunque causd dederimus iis, qui in idem contracti 
fuerint, hetæri, gquamvis breves, ffent. Satius itaque et comparari ea 
que ad coercendas ignes auxilis e poſſint. x. 44. 80 likewiſe ep. 118, 
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1 * 
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MERITO VERERIS ne in ſpeciem DIAMOERIES incidat invitatio que in NUMERO 
Monum excedit; et quaſi per coxpoRA, non viritim ſingulos, ex notitid ad 
portulas contrabit. | Upon the fame principle. his reſcript to Pliny, 
relating to a charitable ſociety eſtabliſhed at Amiſus, a conſiderable city 
in Pontus, is expreſſed in the following terms: Amiſenos, quorum libellum 
epiſtole tug ſubjunxeras, ft legibus iſtorum, quibus de officis federis utuntur, 
conceſſum eſt Eranos habere, poſſumus, quo minus habeant, non impedire ; 


Dio. Hal. iv. 43. .+ Taylor's Elem. of Civil law, P- 569, 570. 
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| x. 94. 
IC learned writer er aſſerts, that there was 


* 
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þ | | 1ans nlabtiog together atithe time and under the 7 hn | EG MN 
ed, that the reverſe is preciſely the truth. 
In farther fi pport of this poſition, the * Conſultum Marcianun* 
| | red as an additional proof; hot only as the terms 


For, this decree (a duplicate of w Po 
at Vienna) was doubtleſs ſent to all te : 
corporations of the Roman empire exiſting at the time of its being 5 = 
and as its principle is founded upon the ancient conſtitution of TR. 0 

| - the ſtate, its ſpirit cannot be ſuppoſed to have operated excluſively in an 7 1 
of the Roman dominions. This preſumption riſes in ſtrength when " à 


2 ed, that Cicero adopted a ſimilar law in his excellent dialogue . 2 : W 8 
| on juriſprudence: ſeparatim nemo habeſſit deos, neve novos ; ſed nec advenas, 
niſi PUBLICE adſcitos, privatim colunto.+ VP | 
| The learned objector proceeds to obſerve, that it was forbad, (forbid- 2 ä 1 
den) according to Livy,. to introduce any foreign ceremonies or ſacrifices, 
.* See a copy of this decree in Taylor's Elements of Civil Law, p. 549. 
+ De Leg. ii. 3. ö EO 
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But the Chri i/tians uſed no foreign ſacri 
they facri 2 at all.” This ancient law co 
All that is quoted to this purpoſe is incompetent. 
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It is certain that every mode of facrifici: 

the Chriſtian diſpenſation, and no rite of that kind could ever have 
an article of juſt accuſation againſt the genuine diſciples of its divine au- 
0 thorz gevertheleſs, the paſſage from Livy is competent to the purpoſe or 


which it was cited: for, it proved vat the Roman legiſlature had early 
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guarded againſt every innovation both in the objec and the ritual of its 
facred ordinances. Upon this principle, as well as upon ons ſtated in 
the foregoing remarks, the exiſting government could not but look with a 
jealous eye upon the clandeſtine aſſemblies of the Chriſtians; ſuſpecting 
that they performed in them certain illegal modes of ſacrificial oblation, 
And it ſhould ſeem that this ſuſpicion was not altogether without rea. 
ſon; as among the early converts to Chriſtianity, there were man 
thouſand Jeꝛus who were all zealous 

facred ordinances were in no WP, faperſeded by the New a” 
It is true, even theſe Judaizing Chriſtians could not in ſtrict 


* 


have offended the law under conſideration, becauſe every kind of legal 
facrifice neceſſarily ceaſed with the deſtruction of their temple. But this 
is a circumſtance of their law of which Trajan may well be ſuppoſed 
totally” ignorant, as indeed the Romans in general were of the « 
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+ Ads xxi. 10: ſee Whitby in loc. and Lock on the Epiſtles. 
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a many others which at various times 
| ſalt, however, of their examination 
code, and, as adopted by the Chriſtian converts, were certainly comme. TE, e - 7 : 
: morative of an actual ſatrifice. 0 . J CC I 
It is farther objected, that when the author of the remarks under diſcuſ- © cc 'Y 
ſioon ſays . that the Chr ered themſelves obnoxious by not joining 8 
: = jn communion with the eſtabliſhed worſhip, an unwary re. might be led . MO. my ? IJ 
10 think, the Romans had a ritual like thoſe in the di different Chriſtian „ „ : - 
ce churches to which people were obliged to' ubſcribe. . 8 ut nothing of this 1 ; | 
hort was to be found among the Romans. p. 170. „ wo, 
' To guard againſt the miſapprehenſion of an unwary reader is impoſſible, : = 
but an attentive reader could not have been led into the imputed conelu - 1 1 5 195 : 
ſion: no perſon, in the leaſt acquainted with the religious juriſprudence LE 
| of ancient Rome could infer from the words quoted, the abſurdity - © 
charged upon them. It is certain, from the particular epiſtle in queſtion, 


* Adfirmabant, ent ſoliti flato die convenire, CARMENgue Chriſto qua / Deo dicere fecum © EE 
invicem, ſeque SACRAMENTO obſtringere. x. 97. The carmen in the Roman ritual was a hymn | | | | 1 
| which uſually concluded the ſacrificial offering, as the ſacramentum in the juridical code was a | LEES, 

ſolemn and ſacred engagement to perform certain ſpecified duties. 
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| hat a religious teſt was required of th BT 
| Chriſtians, before they could obtain thelr 
neris, and of a nature totally 
5 1 2, Sx any Chriſtian eehte they were requi 
: giſtrate in worſhipping the 
Propofitus'e/t libellus, muitorum nomina continens qui negant 


DIMITTENDOS putavi. x. 97. 1 > Hal = 


| 0 And upon what authority can it be aſſerted, that there 
5 mode of worſhip . at. Rome? when the law of the Twelve T is ſo 
x | expreſß, and we know that Auguſtus paſſed a law which obliged all ſenators 
, before they took their places to qualify themſelves ; that is, to offer frank 
5 „„ kincenſe and wine upon the altar of thoſe gods i in whoſe temple 
| a ceremony which could not be evaded, the Roman ſenate always | 
| : aſſembling i in ſome conſecrated place, ' N e 
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continues the objector, © was to be 


. e But nothing of this ſort, 
# found among the Romans. They had a multiplicity of deities; and 


z people in general might ſerve all or any, * non, p. % ðᷣͤ 
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: It is painful to be under a neceſſity of diſſenting from the opinion of 
a very worthy perſon, whoſe learning has the moſt undoubted claim to 
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fact, however, is, on the evidence of the beſt authorities, C/ 6 
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that the adminiſtra ion of publick worſhip was re | by publick 
authority, and by no means left to the capricious choice of each indivi-., 
qual votary. 


4 . * 12 
* 5 . 


ex Maximus, an officer. of ſupreme. controul in theſe 


matters, was firſt eſtabliſhed by Numa; and his power, together win. 
certain colleagues afterwards added, continued from the reign of chat 
prince through all the ſubſequent changes of the Roman government. 
His function, among other articles of eccleſiaſtical ſuperintendeney, 
0 oftiis, quibus diebus, d quæ rempla, ſacra fierent, 
cunia erogaretur, catera quogue omni@ 
 vataque; ut efſet quo conſultum plebes weniret : ne quid juris divini, negli- 


gendo patrios ritus perigrinosque adſciſcendo, turbaretur.” Liv. i. 2. 
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It appears, therefore, that the Roman governmen t was ever Je: dus 


of all i innovation in the eſtabliſhed modes of public worſhip; ; and no man 


F 


permitted to make his offerings to what God and in what manner he 
pleaſed, without a ſpecial licence. The proſperity of the nation was 
ſuppoſed to depend upon the preciſe diſcharge of its inſtituted rites; and 
it is upon this princ ple that. Cicero's reaſoning 1 in his oration De Haruſp. 
 Reſpon. chiefly turns. Upon the whole, therefore, the juſt and evident 
coneluſion is, that the eccleſiaſtical laws of ancient Rome uarded the 
religion of the ſtate, by the ſevereſt prohibitions, againſt every kind of 
deviation from its antient ordinances. | 
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HAVING 


n 


ay 
8 


ſeveral 0 as > affect the = qui in debate, the Tra 
ſlator cannot cloſe his defence without expreſſing much ſurpriſe to find 
himſelf committed with the author of a © Treatiſe on the Truth of the 
Chriſtian Religion.“ If, indeed, | he had advanced any opinion Which 
rended by fair mference to weaken the evidence of divine revelation, 
would have kiſſed the rod, and acknowledged the juſtice of the correc- 
tion. But this able advocate of the moſt i important of al} cauſes appears 
to have been alarmed by a phantom of his OWn imagination; for t 
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no poſition in the remarks he has endeavoured to confute which can, W 
any legitimate mode of reaſoning, be ANGLE to weaker even the 
ſlighteſt link of that ſtrong cham of evidence, w which the authentici 


of 8 revelatiofi depends: on the contrary, the more intolerant the 


ceclefiaſtcal laws of ancient Rome are proved to have been, the more 
forcible is che conviction ariſing om the teſtimony and ſufferings of the 
mine a The obvious truth is, chat the ſole purpoſe 


®* Sir George Colebrook has lately diſcuſſed this ſubje& with great erudition i in the 4th of his 
very ingenious and ſatisfactory Letters on INTOLERANCE, 
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laws of the ſtate, that were oppreſſive and cruel to the devoted and inno- ER 


cuous converts in that province. In fad, Trajan ordained no new edict 1 8 =—_— 


concerning them; and, agreeably to chat lenity which diſtinguiſhed his 85 1 


government in every part of his exlenſive empire, he forbad Pliny to ER, 
receive anonymous informations, or to moleſt them by 'gfficious proſe- Es _ 
cutions. Benignity, indeed, was ſo eminently conſpicuous amid the 
;  _ more ſplendid qualities of his princely virtues, that it became an invariable 0 
cuſtom during many ſubſequent centuries after his death, to add to the N 
uſual votive acclamations on the acceſſion of a new Emperor, f s : 5 
 MELIOR TRAJano! „ | 8 5 — 
| 'F Hijus tantum memoriz delatum eſt, ut uſque ad noſtram ztatem non aliter in ſenatii prin- N HEE 
| | '  cipibus acclamatur &c. Eutrop. viii. 5. 75 | " „ 8 ' | 
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